Paul 
7 Apr 

15912 


15802 

15804 

15805 

15806 

15807 


V«II TING TEST I MON Y-ARGUMENT S 
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"A. No information in these documents, if released to a foreign 
analyst in March of 1969, could, by my understanding of that 
information, have led to the death of a single American or 
South Vietnamese life in South Vietnam." 

I Response to Gorman's arguments as to use (in Mort's Scheme) 

A General Arguments 

1 INTELLIGENCE/COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ‘ 

This information is of no advantage. Basis: 

t 

a This material is dated: it has no relevance to US 

intelligence in 1969; for example, the US presence 
in Southeast Asia had entirely changed by 1969: 
the number of agents had increased, force levels had 
increased from 50,000 to 500,000, POW reporting 
systems had changed, the Phoenix program had been 
introduced. 

b This is finished intelligence , rather than raw materials . 
The sources of intelligence information are: 

(1) radio direction finding, (2) traffic analysis, 

(3) electronic intelligence, (4) photographic 
intelligence, (5) agents, (6) POWs, (7) documentary. 
Without knowing which source of intelligence was 
employed, nor v;hen, the counterintelligence value of 


this material is minimal. 











3 



4 HIGHEST CLASSIFICATION-TS 

15865 

Would a foreign analyst add weight because the information 

was marked TS? It would have "virtually no significance’ 

because of cverclassification. 

5 COMPREHENSIVE SURVEY 

Every arg\iment against national defense is an argument 

against comprehensiveness. If "comprehensive" 

means "all-inclusive," then every showing that 

this material is not national defense also shows 

it is not all inclusive. 

6 1964 SAME AS 1969 

15803 

Changes in Sources: this material is dated: there is no 

{ 

relevance to US intelligence in 1969 due to 

constant changes and developments; e.g., the change 

in US Southeast Asia presence; increase in number 

of agents, force levels increased from 50,000 to 

500,000, change in POW reporting systems, Phoenix 

program introduced. 

15809 

Changes in Analysis: personnel 

15836 

acquisition, analysis 

15851 

interpretation and time of interpretati 

personnel and agencies 

k5852 

1 the {politics of analysis' 

2'hierarchical differences 











15808 


Over the years, the analysis methods and personnel 
had changed. Finally, intentions can only be inferred 


15809 


15810 

15811 


15812 


15815 


15805 


from intelligence about capabilities. Political 
analysis comes primarily from broadcast monitoring, 
reading nev/spapers, examining policies and behavior, 
from agents. 

c By 1969, US intelligence techniques were known gen¬ 
erally; most were specifically known. For example, 
EC-121, radar; earlier shoot-downs; the book 
CODEBREAKERS; the Chinese have had communications 
intelligence capability since 1931. 

d The 'enemy' is, in many cases, helpless to devise 
counterintelligence techniques capable of denying 
US intelligence of information. -(Whiting describes 
DRV communications). 

e Absence of raw intelligence information of very 
recent acquisition. 

3 AUTHORITATIVE OSD SURVEY 

The level of intelligence of this information is too 
high to be useful-"A second limitation of these 
materials is the fact that they are finished int¬ 
elligence. By 'finished intelligence,' I mean the 
summary and analysis. Analysis is going to be based 
on raw materials gathered from many collection 
points and only when you can identify the specific 
way that intelligence is collected, where it was 

collected, and when it was collected, can you know 
_the capability of tlie United States." 
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15820 


15865 


15857 


B Specific examples 
[Group A] 

Exhibit 6: ORIGINS (read all) 
p.233 

1. This information is obsolete with respect to 
-the headquarters itself 

-US awareness of the headquarters 

2. There is no divulgence of sensitive sources of 

communications headquarters information; 

captured documents and prisoners were known to 

% 

be a source; 

this information contains no higher classification 
than TS. 

3. The 'enemy' doesn't have the capability to deny 

the US this information 

NIEs 


a Advantage? "I cannot conceive of any possible 
advantage" 

b NIEs of no advantage or significant use. 

Basis: NIEs are undetailed, analytical, 
summarized, compromised, unfootnoted essays 
containing no basic information, nor information 
on personal positions, private differences, nor 
even agency positions. 
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[Group B] 

Exhibit 5: TR/vINING OF THE VNA (read 23-4, 31, 36, 40, 

88, fn 28, 92, fn 94, fnll8) 

no specific testimony 

Exhibit 7: STRATEGIC HAxMLETS (read 23, 25) 

no specific testimony 

Exhibit 9: DIEM (read all) 

15871 

summarized 

15873 

personal experience with the events described 

15874 

advantage? no; 

15875 

injury? no; prejudice? no; basis? 

This information was "essentially revealed" in 

15876 

previous publication: Hilsman, Schlesinger, 

Shaplen, Higgins, "Human Events"; 

Only "minor details," "specific quotations" 

(which do not change the "substance") were 

not public. 

Exhibit 12: PACIFICATION (read typed 71) 

no specific testimony 

Exhibit 13: US-GVN (a) (read iii, v, vii, 6, 19-21, 31-32) 

no specific testimony 

Exhibit 14: US-GVN(b) (read iiii, vi, 8, 10, 42) 

no specific testimony 

« 
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[Group C] 

Exhibit 8: PHASED WITHDRAWAL (read all) 

15847 

pp. 14-15 

15849 

State Department intelligence is involved with 

interpretation, net origination, of intelligence. 

15851 

This is evaluated data-the interpretations differ 

15852 

with the personnel and the agencies involved. 

1- The politics of analysis' 

2- Hierarchical differences 

15855 

The neceesary basic-level inputs are absent. 

Distinction: analytical competence/technological 

capabilities. The analysis changes over time. 

p.27 

15823 

This material is dated: The plan was drawn up 

in 1963; US "capabilities, technological 

capabilities, changed between 1963 and 1969" 

15824 

It was well-known to the 'enemy' that the US intelligen 

actively monitors "Communist countries" and 

that the necessary capability would remain 

despite a "phase-down". 

Exhibit 10: UWANG (read 10, 11, 28, 45) 

no specific testimony 
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15825 

15827 


15828 


15828 

15830 

15831 
15833 


Exhibit 11: BUILDUP (read 16, 22, 46-48, 50-51, 56, 124-126) 
no specific testiraony 
[Group D] 

Exhibit 15: CONTACTS 1964-66 (read 123, 137, 139, 1470 
no specific testimony 
Exhibit 16: MARIGOLD (read 26, 27, 50) 
pp. 49-50 

This material is dated :US capabilities had increased 

1. anti-SAM electronic countermeasures had 

changed. ^ 

2. number of aircraft had increased. 

The authorized target list doesn't say when or if 
the targets were hit [weather conditions] . 
Exhibit 17: SUNFLOWER (read 93-94, 96-97) 
p. 58 

This material is dated : by 1969, negotiations had 
started, 
pp. 93-94 

"Cipher" communications: 

All governments know that their communications 
are monitored. 

There is no indication either way whether the 
cipher was broken. 

Intercept: 

There is no information on the circumstances of 
the monitoring; e.g. where it occurred. 

Kosygin's wording implies an awareness (perhaps 
_ desire) of monitorina. 
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15835 

15836 


15905 


15913 

15906 


Exhibit 18: CONTACTS 1967-68 (read 209, 48, 132-33, 151) 
no specific testimony 
C General Questions on Specific Examples 

Would these examples be of use or advantage? no 
Basis? 

They would only aid in a historical, learning sense; 

not as a prognosis of enemy intentions. 

One must take into account the changes in acquisition 
and analysis (changes in interpretation and time 
of interpretation). 

II Cross 

A Terms 

1 National Defense Interests: (in March 1969) 

-protecting zone of interior from attack. 

-secure US bases abroad against attack, penetration, 
subversion. 

-protect US intelligence collection systems against 
penetration, seizure. 

-protect vital treaty commitments. 

(US has no bilateral treaty with Saigon (Redirect) 

Is a treaty necessary to make a commitment "national 
defense"? No, it would depend on the President's 
definition of the situation in 1969 and he deemed it 


"national defense") 










15886 

2 Interest: Yes, the documents are a "professional 

curiosity" 

3 Use: 

15891 

Intelligence several years old can be useful, depending. 

15891 

Added intelligence increases usefulness. 

15892 

The Hanoi Papers (reverse hypothetical) would not be 

of "considerable" use, but perhaps some use. 

The documents are of no use- 

15886 

with respect to Whiting's duties 

15887 

in determining intelligence effectiveViess 

15889 

in "targetting intelligence collection" 

15896 

4 Advantage: "providing a superior capability over an 

unidentified person or object or situation" 

15898 

-no advantage possible to a nation not operating 

against the US 

15899 

-no advantage considered without a corresponding 

disadvantage. 

15904 

-Is an ally's disadvantage also a US disadvantage? Depends. 

15892 

-The Hanoi Papers (reverse hypothetical) would be of 

no advantage. 

15895 

-Open sources "can" be of advantage, depending. 

15897 

5 Use/Advantage: "better understanding in a general sense", 

"enhances knowledge"/"specific relevance or any operational 

consequences", translates into action". 

Yes, "understanding" is a prerequisite to any analysis 


but it is not "sufficient." 
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15889 

15900 


15904 


15884 

15890 

15893 

15895 

15890 

15891 


6 Injury: "could result from the compromising of security or 

militai'y capabilities that would lead to a defeat." 
Examples? 

Capture of Saigon? Could be, if, e.g. the US Embassy 
were captured, with OPLANS and codes, etc. 
Capture of South Vietnamese city with no USG 
personnel present? Depends. 

Destruction of a GVN regiment? Depends. 

7 Prejudice: (examples): "US behavior or information" 

[could] "undermine the... credibility of US commitments 
embodied in treaties." 

B "Admissions" 

His expertise was China not Vietnam. 

OB had "high" intelligence importance (but not as high 
as "weapons capabilities" or "new technological 
developments") 

US and DRV intelligence in 1969 was "concerned with 

predicting what the other nation would or might do." 

The DRV intelligence would want to know the character, 
policies, and methods of the USG policymakers. 

He does not know-"inside" DRV information 

-what intelligence jobs were tasked 
to the DRV analysts in 1969. 


-the state of DRV intelligence in 1969. 







